





the ecological and economic conditions of the Borough ecosystems. We also selected some
variables because of their appeal to the members of the MBRT and our understanding of what
the team members will value as important to have at the bank site. The MBRT agreed with our
recommendation to eliminate 12 of the 16 groups of Borough land holdings as less appropriate
for wetland mitigation banking at this time. Four groups of land holdings contain large wetland
areas with functional values significant to the health of several watersheds. The land holdings
were also selected because of the potential threat to the loss of their functional values from near-
term land development.

Big Lake South/Goose and Fish Creeks
Big Lake West/Little Susitna
Port MacKenzie/Mule Creek
Fish Creek West/Cow Lake Farm Area

We propose that the Big Lake South/Goose and Fish Creeks region of wetland areas be
considered as the first area that would be placed into the bank. We refer to this portion of the
bank as the Su-Knik Environmental Bank — Big Lake. The Big Lake wetland group is shown in
Appendix 1: Map of Preservation Bank Sites.
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Wetland Mitigation Bank Pre-Application Meeting
Held on March 9, 2004 in the Mat-Su Borough Planning Department Conference Room.

Attendees

Steve Cypra, Mat-Su

Sue Magee, DNR

John DeLapp, USFWS

Larry Peltz, NMFS

Vandi Leheny, Corps

Skip Joy, Corps

Phil Brna, USFWS

Steve Duncan, EPA

Matt LaCroix, DNR

Jerome Ryan, Sustainable Environments LLC
Kevin Noon, Sustainable Environments LLC
James Hodge, Sustainable Environments LLC

Summary

We eliminated 12 of the 16 groups of Borough land holdings as less appropriate as
potential wetland mitigation bank sites. Three groups of land holdings contain large wetland
areas with functional values significant to the health of several watersheds. The land holdings
were also selected because of the potential threat to the loss of their functional value from near-
term development.

The general consensus is that Critical Habitats begin a two prong process of
investigating, in parallel, the feasibility of creating preservation banking sites on both:

= Private lands that would be acquired either through land swaps, donations and/or direct
purchases in the “Wasilla region corps development zone” because these wetlands are
under immediate threat of development. However, because this process could take years
to accomplish that we also move forward on creating banks on:

® Borough land holdings, adjacent to the cgor[';gdevelopment zone, in areas where large
scale development is a couple of years away so that we do not miss the opportunity to
provide compensation opportunity for near-term 404 permit recipients, and to preempt
development impacts by preserving prime wetlands.

Meeting Discussion Notes

The watersheds within the existing corps development area are the key areas of interest to some
MBRT members because of their imminent development pressure

Investigate the feasibility of creating a bank by consolidating the remaining wetlands within the
existing corps development area
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Site Selection - Functional Value Matrix
T |
Su-Knlk Environmental Bank [
[Gook nlat and Susitna Lowlands Wetland Sits Evaluation
[March 2004
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